|man named Adams. I don't know whether
his first name is Bob. .
Q.—Have you & man nawmed W. W. Rogers,
’ " known as Boots Rogers! A.~Yes.

- HE TELLS GOURT

On Stand at Hearing in the;

Frank Case to Explain
His Work.

WITNESSES

Admits  Sendinz One Away to
Prevent Police Interference—

Denies He Paid for Affidavits.

BELIEVES CONLEY IS GUILTY

But Admits He Has No New Physi-

cal or Documentary Evidence
as to the Murder,

Sneecial o The New YorL Times.

ATLANTA, Ga., May 2.—For more|
than an hour to-day Detective W. J|
Burns submitted to a rigig examination
in regard to his connection with the
case of Ieo M. Frank by Solicitor Hugh
Porsev before Judge B. H. Hill.

The hearing on the exiraordinary mo-
tion was not to have been resumed until
Monday., but it was necessary for AMr.
Burns to leave town for a few days, and
the hearing was called for to-cay.

Mr. Dorsey went into every phase of
the Burns investigation of the case,
which began more tnan a month age.
He inquired closely as to the terms of
<he coniract whien he had with his!
clients, and asked if it wero not true
that he would get a larger sum if Frank
svere liberated. \r. Burns denied this.

My, Dorsey went fully into the circum-!
stances which led to the signing of affi-
davits by the Rev. C. B. Ragsdale, R."
1.. Barber, and Annie Maude Carter, and
indicated his suspicion that money had
passed in all of these instances. He was
unable, however, to show that Mr.
Burns had taken any other than an in-
nocent part in obtaining the affidavits.

T{e inquired as to Mr. Burns's ability
to teil that Frank was not morally defi-
cient by a conversation of only a few
hours, and as to his certainty that Con-.
ley was a degenerate of the worst type,
when he had noti seen the negro at all.

Splicitor Dersey was extremely per-
gistent in nis eiforts to get tle detective

to sayv what evidence nhe had unearthed
not already made public, what he had
accomplished, whom he had seen, and
what few witnesses, If any, he had dis- |
covercd.

**1f you had no part in the Ragsdale
matter and did not turn up the Annie
Maude Carter letters, will you please
tell the court once thing that you have;
done in this investigation? You have)
been here sixty to ninety days. Ar. |
Burns, what have you been doing all|
this time? " |

Mr Burns replied that he had gone.
thoroughly over the briefs of evidence;
that he had examined important wit-
nesses; that he nad visited the National,
Pencil Factory, and had visited {he:
Solicitor in nis officé.

“ And what was the result of all this'
work? ' asked Mr. Dorsey.

‘1 made a report to my clients,” said
Mr. Burns, “in which 1 told them that
'*_hey didn't need any evidence aside from
vthat which was submitted at the first
*trial, that this showed beyond a doubt
that Conley was the man guilty of the
crime.”

The sclicitor brought out the fact that
every bit of evidence which had been
discovered by NMr. Burns or his agents
Wwag either now a part of the record or
was in the hands of the attorners for
the defensze.

The solicitor also learned that Mr.
Burns had no further evidence, either
physical, documentary, or in tesiimony.

In answer to a question AMr. Burns
stated that go far as he knew the
defense had no witnesses whose testi-
mony had not been injected into the
case. Mr, Dorsey also got the admis-
sion that Mr. Burns had discovered no
proof of a crime committed by Conley.

Hampered, Says Burns.

By cross-examination, Attorney Teu-
ben R. Arnold of the defense brought
out the statement fromn the detective
that he had been blocked and hampered

In his work here in a surprising man-
ner. On redirset examination Mr. BDuins
cited the Monteen Stover and the Conley
incidents as ‘‘“ the most outrageous ex-
amples of the manner in which his worl:
Lad been hampered.”” Judge Hill herc
interrupted with the remark:

**1 am not going to allow this witness
to answer any question which reflects
upon the verdict of the jury or the de-
cislon: of the Supreme Court of Georgia.”

At one time Mr. Burns found himself
in contempt of court when he admitted
that he had advised attornevs for Frank
to take a witness awayv from the city.
In answer to a guestion he said he had
8uggested to counsel for Frenk that
they remove Anna Maude Carter to
New Orleana to prevent complications
in her connection with the newly dis-
covered evidence. She is the colored
woman who has made an affidavit to
the eifect that Conley confessed to
murdering Mary Phagan. ‘

This witiless ig now in New Orleans.
Mr. Burns stated that he had advized |
hey removal from Atlanta becanse of his |
tear that the police and detectives|
would get hold of her and distort her
evidance by the kind of * frame-up'!
which. he said, had been practiced by |
the detectives in the Frank case.

Soiicitor Dorsev after coonferring witﬂ
his assistant, Gen. 12, A, Stephens, would |
1ot state whether he woeuld institute!
conternpt charges ugninst either Mr,.
Burns or those members of Frank's
defense who had a*hand in {he removal |
of the (Clarter woman. j

Dan 8. Lenon, a Burns agent, Wasl
subpoénaed fo appear before judge Hill,
it his examination was deferred unti!
Monday. f
‘ Detec¢tive Burns was examined ag fol-

ows3:
Barns U'nder Examination,

Q.~You ara employed to Investigate the
hurder of Mary Phagen, are you not? A~
I am. :

Q.—~By whom? A.—1 was flrst emplored |
by Leconard and Herbert Haas.

Q.—Attorneys for Frank? A.—Yes.

Q.~-You hLave been pald some mondy, and
zome more is still dua yvou? A.--Yes.

Q.—Is tiis conditicnal on your {Inding?
A.—No,

Q.—1Is there & contract In writing for your
gervices? A —Vos,

A.—What is tbe daifferance in the event
Trank fs lfberated through vyour efforts?
A.~—No difference.

Q.~Tou have seen Frank in the fzi!. and
conferr«d with him frequentiy? A .-Yes.

Q.—After you had talked with him a chort
1139 ¥ou were quoted in the papers a9 eay-
ing {hat he was not a pervert. Were you
quouted correctiz? A.—Yes.

Q.—Do you profess to be a&bls by talking
t0 & mun a short whila to tell whether he i3
& pervert? A.—Xo, but I feel that by talking
1o him I can form a definite conclusion.

Q.—How do ycu tell that a map is not a
yerver{? (Ohiectton by Mr. Arnoid overralein
AT am somewhat of a etudent of human
nature. As 1 work with criminal classes 1
frequently come in conlact with them.

Q.—You conzider vour opinion In the mat-
ter is trustworthy and accurate? A,—I do.

* Q.—Did you have any conversation with
Jim Conler before you came to the conecly-
zlon that he is 3 pervert? A.—Nn.

_ Q.—Then in his casz you substituted a less
trusiworthy method! A.—-After reading the
Jetiers that Corley wrote, and aiter ex-
nmining the garments of Mary I'hazan, !
denidéd definitely that Conley Is & pervert.

Q.—How do vouy know hs wrote the let-
ters. A.-T1 ccmpared them with the so-called
murdsr notes,

Not a Handwriting Expert.

a Q.—-are You a handwriting expert, tco! A.—
|No, but toere are so many similar charac-
tekistice, there is no mstzking the letters.

E Q.~Mr, Burns, Mr. Smith. Conlev's counsel
gave you an opportunity to see Conltey. Why

i@ you néf avail vourself of this privilege?
A.-—Becz_a.use of the restrictions thrown
laround it

Q.—Have vou 2 man named Bob Adams in

BAMBOOZLED

. oo, Ten
.'T.hp emplay Al vaur ageney? A T have i

A‘Q.-;:Have you a man named Charles Isom?
—s 0- v

Q.~Did Charles Isom go ts Chiczgo with
yo# lo assist you fn your interview with tnel
negro, Aaron Allen? A.—He did not.

Q.~Didn't you hava Allen In your c¢harge
for three days and bring Isom to Chicagoe to
interview him? A.--No.

Q.—Isom did come to Chicago to see Allen,
didn’t he? A.~Yes.

Q.—How" did he happen to come there to!
see Allen? TWho eent him? A.—=I received
8 teleeram from Herbert Haas, who sald
Isom was coming to Chicago and could get
the truth out of Allen.

Q.—Jake Jacobs wag there to see Allen,
too, wasn't he? A.—Yes. A .

Q.—Have you got a man named O'Neal
working for you? A.—Yes,

Q.—This man O'Neal weat (o Indlan-
apolls after Allen and brought him back
to you in Chicago while he wus sick,
didn't he, Mr, Burns? A.—I don't know®
anything about him having been sick, but
he came to Chicago with O'Neal

Q.—Hadn’t you interviewed "Allen two
or three times before Isom came to Chi-
cago, and hadn’t you obtained an affi-
Gavit from him? A.—Yes, } had talked to
him two or three times and had obtained
a staternuent from him.

Q.—On the train returning from Chicdgo,
Mr. Bums, didn't vou stats to Isom that
you had got the affidavit you wanted from
Allen? A.—No.

Q.—Didn’t Isom report to you? A.—No. 1
asked him what he got from Allen, He told
me nothing much; that he, Allen, had been
placed in a e6ll with Newt Lee at Police
Headquarters In Atlantz, and thit Newt
Lee had told him, .Allen, that he, Newt Les,
was innocent, and that a white man had been
put in a ceil with Les and had told Lee he
had better keep his mouth snhut or he would
get us all in bad,

Q.—Mr. Stiles Hopkins wasg in Chicago,
wasn't he? A.—Yey; he took Allan’s affl-
davit,

Q.—What time was Jake Jacobs, tho De-
catur Street pawnbroker, there? A.~They
wera all there about the samse time.

Q.—Jake Jacodbs i3 ths man who swears
to the character of Anng Maud Carter, isn't
ne? A.—I den’t krnow.

Q.--Ar. Burns, what did@ you say to Allen?
Didn't you curse and &buse him? A.—1
did not,

. Talk of & Stack of Money.

Q.—)r. Burns, tell us about the stack of
money left on the table fn your msin of-
fice while Allen wag thers and while the

rect of you withirew from the room, A,—
No such thing bhappened.

Q.—Did you pay Aillen anything? A.—No.

Q.—Didn’t vou authorize O'Neal to go to:
Indianapolis and tell Alien that you wanted
him to do some work for you in an effort
10 catch a negro? A.—No.

Q.~What authority d!d vou have for tak-
ing Allen to Chicago and detaining hhn‘
tners? A.—] néver took him to Chicago, and i
never dJetalped him there. ;
Q.—~Do vou denv that Isom was paid $100:
for his trip to Chicego? A.—I never paid
him anvthing, ’ '
Q.—Have you 2 man in your employ named
Carlton C. Tedder? A.—I have not employed |
such 8 man. |
Q.—He is working for some of your agents,
isn’t he? A.—I think he has been employedi
by Mr. Lehon. !

Q.—You have conferred with Tedder,
haven't you? A.—Yes,

Q.—What sort of work did you have him |
going? Yorking on the Conley case? A.—
‘es.

Q.—Didn't you just sey vou weére émployed
to work on the Franit case? If so, why did
you have Tedder working on the Conley !
casa? A.—I was empioyed to work on both
cases.

Q.—Why did you put Tedder on the Con-!
ley case? A.—I never employed Tedder. 1|
don't know just what arrangements Lehon
had with him.

Q.—Isn't Lehon one of your lleutenants,
and doesn't he make his reports to you? A,
—Lehon doesn’'t always report to Ime.

Q.—Lehon {s in c¢charge of your Investiga-
tlons while you are traveling about the
rﬁunirry investigating other tangles, isn't he?

—Yes.

Q.—Doesn’t he make written reports to you?
A.—Not alwaya.

Q.—Then he reports verbally to you? A~
Some {imes

Q.—Eventually and uitimately, do vou get
3‘;11 t.}ée reports from your men in every case?

N0,

Q.—Who does get the reports? A.--Mr,
Sears, the local manager, hes charge of
that; and our man Hause gets some of
the reports,

Questioned About Trips,

Q.—Tell tha court here why it is you have
been making special {rips, f{raveling all!
over the country, to Chicago, Kahsag Clty,
and other places Investigating various angles

of thn case, though you were speclally em-'
ployed to direct the investigation here, and
still you don't get all reports, either verbal-
Iy or In writing. A.—I do not Fq;t thetn,

Q.—Are matlers reported to nk’s coun-
s0l before tney are reported to you? A.-No.

Q.—Nnn't you report everything to Frank's
counsel? A.—No.

Q.—Who does? A.--L&hon and others.

Q—=Why do you . report to the men?
A~S0 they will know what is goihg on
in the case,

Q.—When vou couferred with Attorney
Smith, Conley’s lawver., you knéw Tedder
was reporting to Smith, didr't you? A—
168,

Q.—At that time didn’t you aslkt Smith
‘i&f '{'edder could be trusted hnplicitly?

~— X108, |

Q.—-Why did you ask that question?
A.—1 wished to know if Tedder was trust-
worthy.

Q.—~Did you direct your sgctivitles to-
ward the convictlon of Conley and the
demonstration of Frank as an {Anoocerit
man? A.—-No, not if Conley twags innocent,

Q.—When did you first know of the Rags-
dale matter? A.—Mr, Lehon flrst spoke to
me about it.

Q.—What did he say? A.—He sald there
was a preacher who cralmed to have been:
in an alley, and 1 stopped him right there. |
Iididn't want to hear any mote alley propo- |
sltions.

Q.—Then you had been surfeited with that?
A.—] had :

Q.—Who was the man in Chicago who
claimed to have plcked up & pockethook and
g pencil in the alley? A.—1 forget the mun's
name,

Q.—Didn't vou take an affidavit fron him?
A—~No.

Q.—Who did? A.—Mr, Hags, I think, ;

Q.-Is that atffidavit in the city® A.~I
think it is,

Q.—How many 6f thesa alley propositions
did you hear of? A,~Three or four hundred,
1 think.

Q.—Did you find in Chicago a ‘man who
claimed to bave been In the alley, and who
claimed to have picked up a purse and a
glencﬂ and a memoratdum? A.~! didn't find

m.

Q.—Who are some of these thres or four
hundred people who ¢laimed to have been in
the alley? A.-The operatives kept telling
me of them.

Q.—-Why, for Instance? A.—Mr, Lehon and
1 were continually joking about the number
o{l people who clalmeéd to have beon In the
alley.

g.—-Did you dig up 8 man in Chicago? A.
-Yes,

- Q.—=Did vou wmee the memoranfum? A~
" Yes, und I doubted that the memorandum
waga in Conley's handwriting,

Q.—~Whose writing wag it in? A.—! think
it was in the man's own writing, '
Q.—TIs that the purse you spoke about? A,

.—1 don’t remember speaking about §t,

}.—Have you in your safe a purse that was
c“\l_aimea to have beon found in the alley? A.—
NO,

Misquoted by Newspapers,

Q.—You were credited with storles In the
newspapers of Cleveland with saying that
the guflty man in this case wag at large? Is

that raport correct? A.—No. The Rewspapers
have often migjuoted me. A
AQ.;Tobie fs your man in Chicage, isn't he?

.—Yes,

(1.—He was emplovad down heare In thix:
case, wasn't he? A,—~I understand by hcar-
zay that he was. . ]

Q.—Who employed him? A.—I urderstand.
Tom Felder did.

Q.—Did Toble ever report on tliy case to
you? A.—No.

Q.—Did you ever hear of whaf Toble found?
A.—Only through the newspapers.

Q.—When did the Ragsdale matter first
como to voul attention? A.—A week or {en
days before he mads the affidavit.

Q.—Who else was pressnt when YLehon
grought it te your attention? A —Possibly .

enrs.

Q. —When did@ $ou nexi hear of 1#t? A.—
Léhon came In and sald the character of
the preacher his been sustained—no, wait a |
minute, 1 dld hear from Lehon befora then
that the preacher wae ¢orroborated, and 1
“told him then 1 did not wan! to have ahy-
“thing to do with & manr who had that much|
knowledge and withheld {t d0 long. Lehon |
- later came in and told me the man's charac- |
. ter hdd been gustained. I told him I would
' hava nothing fo do with ft, and advised him
10 take the tmatter to the attorneys and let
i them Investigate if.

- Q.—When was that? A, —Two or three days
- beiore the affidavit was tnade, _

. Q.—Did you ever talk with Arthur Thurs
'man? A.—No,

. Q.—DId vou know that Messrs, Arnold and
' Rotser had {slHed aboul 1t?7 A,~I don't
remremter.

| Q.—Do you know if any money wad paid
| to Ragadale? A.—1 do not. |
| "@.—To Barber? A.—1 do not. 5
| Q.—To C. C. Tedder? A.—No, |

Q.—To Arthur Thurman? A.—=Nao, i
I Q.—Would you have kpmown, or would the
' money have been handled in such 2 way you
- would not know? A.—If atty of ftry mén
- did such a thing he violated all the fules of
the agency., '

Q.—You are more famillar with tha Anns
Maud Carter proposition than with the Rags-
daie incident, are you not? A,—Yes. f

Q.—Then vou dre ditcoverer of that, are |
~you not? A.—I wouldn't say that, !

Q.—Who deseives {he credit for 17 4.1
first saw her in the officd of Atiornmey Haas,

Q.—Did you ever come in contact Wwith
Jimmile Wrentt? A —Voa: 1 satv two Wrenns, |

Q.—Where and how did you hdappen to meet |
them? A.=1 saw them while théy were

working with Burke.
. Q.~-Huve you ever been to se¢ Frank with

- Burke? A.—No never. ;
Q.—Did you cver seé Dr. George Wrenn |

In the tower? A —No.

~ Q.—What Burns man handléd this TWrenn

matter? A.—None that I know of.
Q.—When 4did yon sop Wrenn” A —He

|

'came to my office when 1 sent for him to
'got somas one who was famillar with thé
lattors.

| Q—~Was that Dr. Wrenn? A.—I don't
kltzlow. It was a man about 23 or 26 years
old.

Q.~He¢ is the man who furnished you with
the translation of these letters? A.—He
translated them for me, them Leonard Haas
tranalated them.

Q.—When did you tell counsel for Frank
about the notes? A.-~Two of them, Messrs,
Leonard and Herbert Hads, were present
when I got them.

Q.—How long before the first hearlng of
the extraordinary motion was that? A.—I
don’t know.

Q.—When war it? A.—Wrenn interpreted
the notes only four or five dayvs age.

Q.—How long did you have them in your
possession before they were interpreted? A.-e
Two or three days.

Q.—Who gave rthem to you? A~C. W..
Burke. |

Q.—Then DBurke deserves the credit for
this? A.~Yes. *

Tells What He Did in Case.

Q.~Tell us of onoe thing you have done
in the—how long is it, sixty days—that you
have been at worlkk on this case? A.—Well,
I have read the brief of eviGence very care-
fully. I went over the factory, I interviewed
the witnesses there, I came to your office
and examined the garments of the dJdead
girl, and I made a report to the attorndys

that they didn't need any more evidence
than was in the record.

Q.—There were over 100 State's witnesses,
How many of thém hava you,examined? A, -
I den't know,

Q.—Didn’t you read the record? A.—-I read
the brlef,

Q.—Nama some of the witnesses you have
examined. A.—Schiff, Darling, Lemmis,
Quinn, Hnlloway, Frank himself—I don't ro-
member the others.

Q.—Did you emrloy Booth Rogers to work
for you n thia case? A.—Tes.

Q.—Have you got ltim to change his t{estl-
mony? A.,--No,

Q.—Did vou tnterview Monteén Stover? A.—
I tried to,

Q.—Have vou seen Newt Lee? A.~No,

Q.—Dlid you talk wiith Starnes and Camp-
bell? A ~No,

@Q.—Did you try to see the other witness,
Lee? A.—No,

Q.—Did you try f{twlco to sce Monteen
Stover? A.—Yes.

Q.—Tell uz about the first {ime. A.—That
was In the office of Attorney Boorstein, 1
told Leonard Haas I would ke fo talk to
the Stover girl, but told him specifically 1
didn’t want to talk to her without her per-
raisslon o' her parentz, Later I told Boor-
gteln the same thing. Later Haas phuned me
that she and her parents were in Boorstein's
office, I went immediately over there. A8
- I reached the door Boorstein satd, ** Come in,
Mr. Burns,” and the gir] jumped up and
went out of the door with her mother z_lfter
her. 1 to'd him to let her go, that I didn’t
want to speak to her if che didn't want to'
talk to me. _

Q.—-Did you make arrangements with any-!
body to try to hold her? A.—No, '

Q.—Did you have the stenographer try to |
catch her? A —No, 1 diqd not.

Q.—Did you talk with Mr., Edmondson, her'
stoapfather, then? A.—Yes. |

Q.—Have you talked to Dr. Claud Smith, |
who examined the blcod stains on fhe sec-
"md floor? A.—No, -

Q.—Have you talked to either of the doc-.
tots employeq by the defense to make an|
examination of the blood there? A.~No.

- Q.~Did you pay any attention to that
phase of the case? - A.—\Why, of course, I
did. 1 talked to the witnesses, o

Q.—~Did vou talk to Msi Stanford? A.—Ng,

Q.—Did vou talk to Barrett? A.—No.

Q.—~Did Frank tell who was with him
when he got down on his kness and ox-
amined the blood spols? A.—I have never
“heard of such an incident. . ‘

Q.—Did you talk to Les? A.—No.

Q.—Did you ever examine the blood

3

apots found where Coxnley was sitting?
A.—T talked with McWorth and Whitfield
About them and they showed me where
they were chipped up.

Q.—Whitfield  work« for you, doesn't,

he? A.~I think he does. |

Q.=1What became of thesa chips? A.—

They waere turned over to the Pinkertons'

and thrown away, T understand.

Q.—Are you sure that they were chipped
up? A.~Yes.

Q.—You mean thore on the {first floor

"they were chipped up? A.—-Yes. !

Q.—You understand, 1 don’t mean the
second ficor. I mean the first fioor. A.—
That’s what I mean. McWorth told me

about finding the spots and showed me

where they were chipped ubp,
Q.—McWorth is now employed as sssistant

‘superintendent of your agency, is he not?

| A.—Yes,
| Q.~—To handgls all matiers? A, —Yos.

| Q.—~Did he tell you about the club? A—

Yes,

r Q.~Have vou seen 17 A.—~Tes,

: AQ;H&"G you seen the blood stains on ft?
A+ Tl ES.

Mr. Burns then explained that he was
'sroing to Oklahcma on business and was

asked:
“ When will you come back here?”

“In about ten days.”

Q.—Have you any evidence you have not
reported to the attorney's for the deferise?
A.—No.

Q.—When did you last report? A.-I have
kept wmrting developments daily.

Q.—When vou were in my office you spoke
of a tinal report. Have vou made that? A.—
Yes, but #t is not in written form,

Q.—Will 1t be mads public? A.—I have agd-
vised that it be not.

Witnesses Baemboozled,

Q~Why? A.—It lookg a® if every timn a
witness is found he 15 bamboozled or turned
about, and I have given it as my advice

~that as soon as a witness of importance is
- found he bs sent out of town.

r Q.—Did vou direct that course {n the Carter
 case? A.—1 suggested it.

. Q.—~Who sent her out of town? A.—Mr,
| Lehon, I think.

Q.—Whera did hs send@ her? A.—To New
Orlears, said Burns, after oblecting.

Q.—After she made her affidavit in this
casa ahd became 8 witnes3, vou mean to teli
the court you advigsed and had her sent out
of ite jurisdiction? A.—Yes, I suggested and
advised that zhe be sent away,

Q.—At what place in New Orleang 15 she?
A.-_—-I don't know.

Q.—Isn't ghe at 314 Lower Line? A.—1
don't know.

Q.—Do you ¥now anything about 314 Lotwver
Line? A.—No. ,

Q.—Isn't she working for you eor vour
agency there? A,~-No.

Q.—Are you sure of that? A.—Yes.

Q.—Is ehe working for any of your agents
or representatives? A.—No.

Q.~~What did you pay Annie Maud Carter?
A.~~Nothing.

Q.—Don't you know what, {f anyfhing,
wias pald her? A.—No.

Q—~Was any money given her by Dr.
Wrenn for her notes and evidence? A.~—I
don't Know.

Q.—~Who handled the Carter woman last
})ieég;e you got hold of her? A.~The Measrs,

Q. —What was it you told the Carter wo-
man’'s mother when shé cama to you abouf
her daughter? A.—J told her 1 woitld ar-
range for her to go {6 see her daughtar.

0 Qi‘—Did you do it? A.—No, she never came
ack.

Q.—Who atiended to the detalls of getting
Annie Carter out of town? A.—I don't know,
Perhaps Mr. Lehon,

X0 More Evidence.

Q.—Mr. Burns, have you {n your pos-
gesslon or within vour knowledge any evi-
dence of & poysical nature, not already be-
fere the court, tending to expose the murder
of Mary Phagan? A.—No,

Q.—Have you any documentary evidence In
Four possecsion or w!thin your knowledge not

already before the court, tending {o ex
the murder of Mary Phagan? A.—gNo. espose

Q.~Mr. Burns, I want to put those dues-
tions a litile Qirferently. Have vou. in your
possesslon or within your knowledge, any
physical evidenee hot already ttirhed over to
the lawydrs for the durcnse which tends to
exposd tris murder of Marv Phagan, A.—No

Q.~Have you In vour possession of within
your knowledge any documentary evidence,
not already tutned over to tho lawyerg for
the defense, that tends to éxpose the mur.
derer of Mary Phdgan? A.—No.

Q.—Have you knowledge of any switnesses
w+ other sridenice lending te expose the inur-
derer of Maty Phagan, which vou have not
alteady turned over to the ldwyers for the
defense? A.—No,

Q.—When 4did yvou make vour full and de.
tailed report to the lawyers for the defenve?
A.—I am reporting every day.

Q.—When did ¥ou mnake vour last report?
A.—Probably a day or two ago.

Q.—Be more specitic. A—I can’t. I don't
recollect.

Q.—When dld you talk last to ths lawyers
for the defense? A.—~This morning.

Q.—You talked to them last night and this
morning? A,—Yes.

—~Have you seen and tead & copy of the
defense’s motion and atnendments in thisg
case? A,—No.

. @=—Deg you know of any evidence or {ssue
not already in the hands 6f these men ang
already reported to the court? A.—No.

Here Mr. Dorsey finished his cross-
examitiation and Attorney Reuben R.
Arnold for the defense began to ques-
tion Mr. Bumns.

“Mr. Burng,” beran Mr. Arnold,
“have you found it diffictlt on accoul:t
of the attltude of the public to muke an
Investigation in this case?”’

“ Kxtremely so0.”

Q.—=Have yot in g1l of yout é&xperience
ever éncountered more stabborn and un-
reasoning prejudice? A.—I most cariain-
1y have not.

Q.—Hzave you in all vour experiencs ever
found people so unwilling to teil even the
simple truth? A.~I never have.

Q.—~Have vou net found it difficult to
hold & man's evidence after vou have ob.
tained H? A.—I have.

Q.—~DId you ever know of anything more
ouirageous than 1{he Albert McKrifeht
ende? (Mf. Arnsld was téferring {o the
Frank witness who furnished an dffidavit
to the Siite recanting his repudiationn of
his trial festimony. twhile lécked up fa a
cell dat police station). A.—I hzive nét.
AQ.};YM read - Albert MéIinight's affidavit?

~~Yes,

Q.—You went to Albert McKnight after he
gave the deferse this dffidavit? A.=~Yes.

Q.—What did he tell you? A.—He told me
tha px'idtln('G: he zave on the stand wae un-
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true. That he had beeri fnduced to give this
evidénce by a man named Craven,
AQ.-EDIG you read Jim Conley’'s evidence,
—Yen,
Q.—Have you ever heard of a ocourt, iary,
or ¢community accéepting such an explanation
for such s crime? A.—I have not,

Says Conley is Gulilty.

Q.—From your investigation, who dog you
think g guilty of the murder of Mary
Phagen? A.—Unquestionably Jim Cotiley.

Attorney Arnold here askéd Mr, Burns
If he had read certain trial testimony
relating to Conley changln% his state-
ments, The detective replied that he

had.

Judge Hill then inferrupted, telling At-
torney Artnold he would have to discon-
tinue that line of quéstions. ,

“Tt seerms tn me, your honor,” said
Attorney Arnold, * that you are giving
the solicitor a wider latitude h;l' his
questions than you are giving me.”

‘“I won't permit you to ask questions
which reflect on the jury's verdict or
the ruling by the Supreme Court,”” re-
plied Judge Hill. Attorney Arnold re-
sumed his questioning of Burns.

—Did vou aver talk to Conley? A.,~No,
8.-—Whe¥e fs he held? A.—He's kept locked
up in jail.

pQ.—-Ig any one allowed to talk o him?
A,—No,~ .

Q.—Why dldn't vou embraca the privilege
offered vou by W. M. Smith, Conley’'s law-
ver, to talle to him? A.—Because of Emith's
terma. _

Q.—What twvers thosa terms? A.-—-Why, Smith
demanded that ha be present and a reporter

be there.
Q.—Under such clrcumstances could vyou

get any information out of Conley? A.—I

didn’t thiuk so.
Q.—You arrived at vour conclusion that

Conley was & pervert from the chardeter of
the lefters he twwiote to Annie Maude Carter,
and the manner in which the dead girl's
ggothing was mutilated, didn't you? A.—
18

Q.—What_tvero the contents of those let-
ters? A.-Why, tliey Wwere very vile,

Q.—Mr. Burns, did you ever attempt to
iet %nything in this casg except tho truth?

N0,

Q.—Did you ever by the offer of bribes,
intimidation or cosroion or any other im-
proper methods geek to obtdin ovidence from
witnesres? A.-1 assuredly did not.

Q.—Were you basieged by people proffering
absurd thinga as evidenco? A.~Y¥Yes, Ly
hundreds of them.

Q.—And you found it difficalt to estimite

the motives gctuating that? A.—I did,

Solicitor Dorsey here tock up a re-
direct examindtion of Detective Btrna.

Anked Abouat Obstacles.

“Mr. Burns, wnat instances can you
cite where obstacles were thrown in
your way?’ Mr. Dorsey asked,

“ 1 consider the Jim Conley situation
and the Monteen Stover situation as
perfectly outrageous,”” replied Mr.

Burns,

QR.—Why did you conailer it outrageous for
privdate Individuals to refuses to submit to a
cross-examination by four or five aifferent
men who were in the pay of a convict or his
friends? A.—1 supposed the object of every
one was to bring out the res! faots and to
find tlte murderer.

Q.—What cauded you to change your sup-
position? A.—Tha attitude of many persons,
including some lawyers,

—~What lawyers do you refer to? A.-—
why, you refused to dlscuss the cdse with
me,

“ After you told me,” quickly an-
swered the Solicttor, ‘‘yon thought
Frank innocent, and affer you told
me you would report in a few days and
that vour re&mrt would state I'rank was
innocent arid- Conley was guilty.

“Yes,” said Mr. Burns, ‘‘you told
me {f that was true, there was no use
in dlscussing the case further.” '

“But you made an appeintment with
me,” returned Mr. Dorsey. “ You told
me I could have the opportunity to
convince vou of Frank’'s guilt. I told
yvou that you were attacking a verdict
of the court, and that if vou wished
I would give you an opportunity to con-
vittce me of Frank's innocence.”

“The Solicitor's attitude led me fo
think lie would not discuss the case
with an open mind,” Mr. Burnsg ex-
plained to the court. .

Mr. Dorsey asked him to give other
ingtances whore he has been hampered
in his investication, and Mr. Burns res
plied tha: he has been told by lawyers
for the defense that certain witnesses
wereg iinpossible to get at.

Q.—~Who gave you such advice! A..—~Both
Mr, Leonard and Mr. Herbert Haas,

Q.~Did Mr. Arnold glve you such advice? .

A.—Perhaps 80,

Q.—Did Mr. Rosser give you such sdvice?
A.-—Maybe he did. ’

Q.—~You say that many dbsurd matters
wera reported to you. Tell us the most
ridletlotis report mage to you. A.—Why,
all the men who hdave c¢laimed thdt they
were in the alley fn the rear of the penctl
factory on April 26, 1913, would make up a
pretentious parade,

Q.—Did atiy one tell you that they had
};‘eard screams from the pencil factory? A.—

0.

Q.—How about that Salvation Army man
in Chicago? A.—1I questioned him relatitvo
to the teport that he had seen Conley in
the alley.

Q.—Then you were directing your ptincipal
attention to Conley? A.—No.

Q.—~You Knew of Mary Rich's affidavit be-
fore you talked <with the Saltvation Army
man? A.—Yes,

Q.~-And tyou wéra endeavoring to corrobo-
rate her affidavit? A.—No; 1 simply sought
to find out what truth thete wes in the re-
port that the Salvation Army man had seen
Conley In the penc!l factory alley.

Cites Incidents of Biax.

Q.—Tell the court of any incidents on the
part of thhe people showing prejudice. A.-
I refer 16 the manner in which Albert Me-
Krnight was handled and to numerous state-
ments which I have read in ihe public
prints.

Q.—Does that inciude Wtrke's elffort to
send MceKnight out of town? A.—No.

Q.—Does it include Lehon's spiriting away
of Anna Maude Carwer®t A,—No.

Q.—During vour ianvestigation what c¢rim-
inal act did yoa ever discover that Conley
had committed? A.—I don’'t Know that 1
have discovered any, except ags to his general
character.

‘“Come down, Mr. Burns,” emilingly
directed the 8olicitor, and the ds&tective
left the stand, This concluded the ex-
amination, the Solicitor announcing that
’he would examine Lehon Monday morn.
ng.

Mr, Dorgey Iater ssid that next weéek
he would take up the various ramifica-
tions of the Frank cdase with the Grand

i
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.ém-y, which will be impaneled on Mon-
ay. -

1 am going to put thid whole matter
before the Grand Jury--that is, if we
nave time to reach it during the week,"”’
he added. )

His men, he said, were looking for
Jimmy Wrenn, who has been identified
with C. W. Burke, one of the agents of
the defense; for a man named Eubanks,
said 10 be a Burns worker, and for a
man named Lynn, chaufféeur for Burke.
| Detective Burns sald just before he
left Atlanta this afternoon that the
'trouble he had with citizens of Marietta
‘on I'riday afternoon was one of the
. most outrageous affairs he had ever
experienced. He called it & cowdrdiy
"and unprovoked mssault.

“1 am surprised that such a thing
could have happened in this enlight.
ened $State,”” he continued. * 1 did not
think that I should have been chased
by a mob and insulted with the vilest
of oaths.

“1 was in Marietta with Mr, Lehon,
attending to business, We left our
automobile at the garage and started
down the street, when a crowd began
gathering. Just outside the doorway the
man Howell rushed up to me, cursing,
cailing me vile names, and accusing mie
of being bought. Then the crowd ¢ame,
and one of the men drew a knife and
started toward me, but another grabbed
him and told him to put his knife away.
There were cries of ‘lynch him,” ‘get
him,’ ‘kill him.'

‘“ I.ehon and 1 separated, and Lehon
went to the Sheriff’'s office, while I
walked down the back streets and
around for about an hour. Then I came
out on the malin street agalrn, lookin
for Lehon, and found that crowds o
men had been walking up and down and
riding around in buggies looking for me.
As I came out Into the street four men
passed me in & buggy and yelled:
‘We'll get vou, yvou —-." 1 walked on
-to the hotel’ and the c¢rowd gathered
‘there and wag very bhoisterous, insult.
ing. and unruly.

“T1 stayed in the hotel about an hour
and a hal?. when Judge Morrig and Dep-
uty Sheriif Hicks came up andg helped
me get out of town. It was a manifes-
tation of the same spirit which denied
Leo Frank o fair trial and forced his
conviction for a crimie which ho did not
commit.”

ELECT CHAS. A. BOSTON.

Association of Medical Jurispru-
dence Selects Him for President.

The American Association of Medical
Jurisprudence held its second annual
meeting vesterday at the New York
Academy of Medicine and elected these

' officers for the coming year: President,
Charles A. Boston; Tirst Vice Presi-
dent, Oscar . Ehrhorn: Second Vice
President, Dr. D. Percy Hickling: Sec-
| retary, Charles P. Blaney, and Treas-
urer, John C, West. At a sclentific ses~
‘sion in the afternoon papers were read
by Charles A. Boston, Dr. A, Ernest
. Gallant, Oscar W, Ehrhorn, Dr, Frank
' W. Robertson, John 8. Durand, Theo-
~dore Sutra, and Dr. Louis F. Bishop.

. In the evening a dinner was tendered
' to the out-of-town members of the ag-
. aociation and their guests by the resi-
dent members. Twenty-two were preés-
"ent at the feast, which was held at the
Café des Beaux Arts,

Metropolitan Life’s War Rates.

! The Metrapolitan Life Insurance Com-
| pany notified its agentd throughout the
- country yesterday that war risks would

"be written at the regular rates ahd for
‘full benefity in case of death. An-
~nouncement was also made that full
| benefits would be paid on all policies
which had been taken out, deapite the
restrictive clause in the policies, The
only limitation In the cases of those
who may hereafter apply for insurance
is that the beneficiary must be a bona
fide dependent, and that the maximum
amount be $2,000.




